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SECTION SF 30 BLOCK 14 CONTINUATION PAGE  

         

SUMMARY OF CHANGES   
 

 

SECTION  SF 30 - BLOCK 14 CONTINUATION PAGE  

 

 

 

The following have been added by full text:  

        AMENDMENT 0008 

1. This amendment to the RFP hereby provides clarifications and answers to Pre-Proposal Inquiries (PPI) received in 

response to the RFP.   

 

Question #1. Has the delivery address for the proposal changed or does it remain 1101 Tautog Circle? 

 

Answer #1.  The change on the amendment is the result of the Contract Specialist being reassigned to the FEAD 

office and the contract write system recognizes the change in location however the address for delivery does not 

change. 

 

Question #2. Please provide direction/ instruction regarding the exisitng AC unit on sleepers, and existing flue vents.  

The offeror recommends the AC unit be resinstalled on a new curb apparatus or aluminum AC stand. Are the 

existing flue vents to remain, or replace in kind on a new curb? 

 

Answer #2. The government understands the various means and methods available, but does not provide means and 

methods.  The contractor shall install the roofing according to manufactures specifications. 

 

Question #3. Confirm existing fall anchors are to be removed. RFP states new anchors to be installed.  

 

Answer #3. The SOW requires the removal of the existing anchors and replace with new. 

 

Question #4.  Please advise on the Government’s intention for the electrical conduit penetration running through the 

transition.  Will this conduit be removed or rerouted?  

 

Answer #4. The conduit is to remain in place or rerouted as necessary.   

 

Question #5. Please confirm all metal is to remain, and is not part of this work order.   

 

Answer #5. The metal roof section of building 1247 shall not be incorporated in the roof replacement project. 

 

Question #6.The exisiting roofing system insulation is approximately 2” thick.  The RFP states to install new 4” 

rigid insulation and ¼” cover board. This means the new roofing system will be approximately 2” higher than the 

current system.  In this scenario, measurements will have to be taken to ensure all existing penetrations (including 

electrical), vents (including VTR and Flue), exhaust fan curbs, etc will have a minimum 8” clearance above the new 

finished roofing surface (Per standard NRCA-Good Roofing Practice). Also, new additional pressure-treated wood 

nailers will have to be added around the entire perimeter. Please confirm that our assumption is correct, and this is 

the Government’s intention.    

 

Answer #6. Yes. Based on the review of the presented assumption Government believes is this approach is within 

the intent of the manufactures specifications for installation of the roof. The offeror is cautioned to stricty follow 

the.manufacturers specification without deviation.   

 

Question #7. Regarding the existing gutter and downspout system.  The existing gutter system is a seamless light 

gauge type system.  The RFP states to replace in kind.  The offeror recommends that a new gutter and downspout 
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system should be constructed of shop fabricated 24-Guage “Mill Finish” stainless steel.  This type of gutter will 

better handle water load, and has a much better life cycle than seamless type system.  Please advise.    

 

Answer #7. The requirement is for the gutter and downspout system to be replaced in like and kind without 

deviation. 

 

Question #8. In reference to the Seed Project, the offeror requests the roof dimensions, GPS coordinates, or any 

information so we may submit an accurate proposal.  Was this only provided at the April 6, 2016, site visit.  

 

Answer #8. The Government’s intent was not to provide measurements and utilize the site visit for offerors to take 

measurements.  However in fairness to all offerors the dimensions are hereby provided as an attachment to this 

amendment.   

 

2. This amendment hereby changes the proposal submission due date from May 12, 2016 to May 23, 2016.  

  

 

 

SECTION 00010 - SOLICITATION CONTRACT FORM  

                The required response date/time has changed from 12-May-2016 02:00 PM to 23-May-2016 02:00 PM.  

 

 

SECTION 00100 - BIDDING SCHEDULE/INSTRUCTIONS TO BIDDERS  

 

 

 

The following have been modified:  

        INSTRUCTION TO OFFERORS 

 

1. INQUIRIES. Offerors who determine that the technical and/or contractual requirements of this RFP require 

clarification(s) in order to permit submittal of a responsive technical proposal shall submit all questions in writing on 

a Pre-Proposal Inquiry (PPI) Form, Attachment A. Inquiries shall follow the instructions on Attachment A and be 

submitted via e-mail to leroy.rushing@navy.mil. Submit only one inquiry per Form. Pre-proposals inquiries will 

be accepted up to ten (10) days prior to the due date of the proposals. A response will be provided via amendment to 

the solicitation. 

 

2. PROPOSAL SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS 

 

2.1 Pursuant to FAR 4.502, all solicitation documents will be posted on the Navy Electronic Commerce Online 

(NECO) website at https://www.neco.navy.mil/. 

 

2.2 Proposals submitted in response to this solicitation shall be submitted in hardcopy and formatted and submitted 

as follows:  

 

Offerors shall affix their names and return addresses to the upper left corner of the proposal packages. Each package 

shall include the solicitation number and must be sealed. Submit proposals to: 

 

Naval Facilities Engineering Command, Northwest 

Attn: Mr. LeRoy Rushing 

1101 Tautog Circle, Suite 319 

Silverdale, WA 98315-1101 

 

Email or Facsimile transmissions of proposals, acknowledgement of amendments or modifications of proposals is 

not allowed. 
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If the Offeror is mailing its proposal, mail to the address above. If the Offeror is hand delivering its proposal to 

NAVFAC Northwest building 1101, please call LeRoy Rushing at (360) 396-0084 to make arrangements prior to 

your arrival, to be met at the lobby. Contractors shall not arrive at the building unannounced. PLEASE NOTE: The 

address listed above is within a controlled area (badge access). Allow yourself ample time for parking and security 

delays. 

 

For Offerors who are hand-delivering its proposal and have not made arrangements for badges, NAVFAC 

Northwest personnel will be at Pass & ID, Building 1035, Naval Base Kitsap, Bangor, for one hour, prior to the 

proposal submittal deadline. Please call LeRoy Rushing at (360) 396-0084 to make arrangements prior to your 

arrival. 

 

Whenever required by the factors, use the factor mandated attachments. For narratives aside from the required 

forms, the paper dimension shall be 8 ½ x 11”. The font size shall be no smaller than 11 pitch. Each copy of the 

proposal shall be securely fastened/ bound. Tab and label all sections and attachments. Provide a table of contents. 

 

Each copy of the proposal shall be securely fastened/ bound. Tab and label all attachments. Provide a table of 

contents. For recycling purposes, a soft cover or title sheet is sufficient. THE PRICE PROPOSAL SHALL BE 

SUBMITTED SEPARATE FROM THE TECHNICAL PROPOSAL 

 

• Price Proposal (submitted separately from the Technical Proposal): one (1) original price proposal with 

original signature and date and one (1) copy on CD. No additional hardcopy Price Proposals are requested. 

 

• Technical Proposal (submitted separately from the Price Proposal): one (1) original technical proposal; 

three (3) additional hardcopy proposals; and one (1) copy on CD. 

 

• The original proposals shall be identified as “Original” on the cover. See Proposal submission requirements 

for additional details. 

 

In the event of discrepancies between the original proposal, additional hardcopy proposals, and/or CD copy of 

proposal, the original proposal shall take precedence. 

 

CLOSING DATE AND LATE SUBMISSIONS. The closing date and time for receipt of Proposals shall be as 

follows: 

 

Proposals shall be received no later than 2:00 PM. local time on May 23, 2016. NO EMAIL or 

FACSIMILE PROPOSALS WILL BE ALLOWED. 

 

Late submissions shall be handled in accordance with FAR 52.215-1, INSTRUCTIONS TO OFFERS – 

COMPETITIVE ACQUISITION (JAN 2004) reference subparagraphs (c)(3)(ii)(A) and (1), and FAR 15.208. 

 

A cover letter shall accompany both the Technical and Price Proposal.  The cover letter at a minimum should 

include: 

(a)  The solicitation number; 

(b)  The name, address, telephone and facsimile numbers, and email addresses of the Offeror; 

(c)  The DUNS Number, CAGE Code, and Tax Identification Number (TIN) of the Offeror; 

(d)  A statement specifying the extent of agreement with all terms, conditions, and provisions included in the 

solicitation and agreement to furnish any or all items upon which prices are offered at the price set opposite 

each item; 

(e)  Names, titles, phone and facsimile numbers, and email addresses of persons authorized to negotiate on the 

Offeror’s behalf with the Government in connection with this solicitation and; 

(f)  Name, title, and signature of person authorized to sign the proposal. Proposals signed by an agent shall be 

accompanied by evidence of that agent’s authority, unless that evidence has been previously furnished to 

the issuing office. 

 

Technical Proposals shall be organized and include the following: 



N44255-16-R-9002 

0008 

Page 5 of 14 

 

 

 

Tab 1: Factor 1 – Management Approach 

Tab 2: Factor 2 – Experience 

Tab 3: Factor 3 – Past Performance  

Tab 4: Factor 4 – Safety  

 

Offerors are asked to submit only the information/Attachments required. Do not submit any additional information 

such as brochures, or other pre-printed materials. 

 

3. PRE-PROPOSAL CONFERENCE 

 

3.1 Pre-Proposal Conference/Site Visit: A pre-proposal conference will be held.  The pre-proposal conference will 

commence on Wednesday, 6 April 2016 at 11:00 A.M. local time at the Bangor Chapel, 2900 Ohio Street, 

Silverdale, WA. The site visit will be immediately after the pre-proposal conference. The Government will provide 

transportation from the pre-proposal conference to the site walk.  All offerors wishing to attend the site visit must 

complete the BAVR request to gaining access to NBK Bangor. See Section 3.4 “Security Requirements”.  
 

3.2 All prospective Offerors are urged to attend this conference. Offerors are to submit any questions on a PPI Form 

by email to leroy.rushing@navy.mil after attendance of the conference. Questions submitted on the proper PPI Form 

will be answered after the conference to all potential Offerors via amendment. 

 

3.3 All prospective Offerors are advised that this solicitation will remain unchanged unless it is amended in writing, 

regardless of any verbal responses provided during the site visit. 

 

3.4 Security requirements to attend the pre-proposal conference / site visit.   

 

The location for the site visit will be conducted within the security gates of NBK Bangor . Offerors who are 

attending the site visit will be required to submit a BAVR request.  The BAVR system may be accessed at the 

following link: https://www.bavr.cnic.navy.mil. BAVR requests shall be submitted at least five (5) working days 

prior to the site visit or when access to a site is required. 

 

BAVR requests shall provide the following into the fields specified: 

 

1. Command You Are Visiting: “NBK Bangor” 

2. Sponsor E-mail: “scott.skolnik@navy.mil” 

3. Purpose of Visit: “Need a day pass to attend Pre-proposal Site Visit at B/1247, Upper Base, NBK Bangor. 

 

Once your BAVR request has been approved an e-mail will be generated confirming the approval. On the day of the 

site visit or performance of a Task Order begins, check in at Pass & ID with the appropriate citizenship 

documentation: Valid Passport or State Certified Birth Certification (the Birth Certificate shall be the original 

in good condition) AND one piece of valid photo ID. ESCORT WILL NOT BE PROVIDED BY THE 

GOVERNMENT. 
 

4. SYSTEM FOR AWARD MANAGEMENT (SAM) 

 

The System for Award Management (SAM) www.sam.gov is combining federal procurement systems and the 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance into one new system. This consolidation is being done in phases. The first 

phase of SAM includes the functionality from the following systems: * Central Contractor Registry (CCR) * Federal 

Agency Registration (Fedreg) * Online Representations and Certifications Application (ORCA) * Excluded Parties 

List System (EPLS).  Contractors must be registered in SAM prior to award of a DoD contract. A contract cannot be 

awarded to a contractor not registered in SAM. Remember to review your NAICS codes listed in your SAM record 

to make sure that you have listed the NAICS code for this procurement. Please note that Offerors proposing as a 

Joint Venture must have a current registration in SAM for that Joint Venture prior to contract award. 

 

For additional information, including how to register, please go to www.sam.gov. 
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5. FEDERAL CONTRACTOR PROGRAM 

 

In accordance with Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR) 22.1303, any contractor or subcontractor with a contract 

of $100,000 or more with the Federal Government must take affirmative action to hire and promote qualified 

targeted veterans which includes, special disabled veterans, veterans of the Vietnam-era, recently separated veterans, 

and any other veterans who served on active duty during a war or in a campaign or expedition for which a campaign 

badge has been authorized. 

 

Companies must file an annual VETS-4212 report, which shows the number of targeted veterans in their work force 

by job category, hiring location, and number of new hires, including targeted veterans hired during the reporting 

period and the maximum number and minimum number of employees of such contractor during the period covered 

by the report. Instructions, information and follow-up assistance is provided at VETS-4212 Internet site at 

http://www.dol.gov/vets/VETS-4212.html or employers may contact the VETS-4212 office at (866) 237-0275 or e-

mail at http://www.dol.gov/vets/vets4212.html. A contract cannot be awarded to a contractor that has not submitted 

a required annual form VETS-4212, Federal Contractor Veterans’ Employment Report (VETS-4212 Report) if 

subject to the reporting requirements of 38 U.S.C. 4212(d) for that fiscal year. A confirmation of the VETS-4212 

Report filing shall be submitted with the Proposal, if applicable. 

 

6. INCURRED EXPENSES 

 

The Government is not responsible for any costs incurred or associated with preparation and submission of a 

proposal in response to this solicitation. 

 

7. PROJECT PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS 

 

No plans and specifications will be included in the basic contract. Each task order request for proposal will be issued 

with its own plans and specifications specific to that project. 

 

8. COMMENCEMENT OF WORK 

 

No work under this contract will commence until such time as the Contracting Officer issues a Task Order, either in 

writing or orally.  Oral task orders will be confirmed by the issuance of a written Task Order within five (5) working 

days. 

 

BASIS FOR AWARD 

 

1.  The Government reserves the right to eliminate from consideration for award any or all offers at any time prior to 

award of the contract; to negotiate with offerors in the competitive range; and to award the contract to the offeror 

submitting the lowest priced, technically acceptable offer IAW FAR Part 15.101-2. 

 

2.  As stated in the solicitation, the Government intends to evaluate proposals and award a contract without 

discussions with offerors (except clarifications as described in FAR 15.306(a)).  The Government reserves the right 

to conduct discussions if the Contracting Officer later determines them to be necessary.  In addition, if the 

Contracting Officer determines that the number of proposals that would otherwise be in the competitive range 

exceeds the number at which an efficient competition can be conducted, the Contracting Officer may limit the 

number of proposals in the competitive range to the greatest number that will permit an efficient competition among 

the most highly rated proposals. 

 

3. The LPTA process is selected as appropriate for this acquisition because the best value is expected to result from 

selection of a technically acceptable proposal with the lowest evaluated price. In order to permit efficient 

competition, the following methodology will be utilized. Proposals will initially be screened for price and placed in 

order of price (lowest price to highest price). The Government will then evaluate the technical factors of the five (5) 

lowest priced proposals in accordance with the criteria for acceptability set forth in the solicitation. However, the 

Government, at its sole discretion, reserves the right to increase the number of proposals it will review under this 
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methodology. If a proposal is found to be technically acceptable, the Government will make award to the three (3) 

offerors with the lowest-price proposals found to technically acceptable. The lowest priced contract awardee will be 

awarded the Seed Project and the remaining awardees will receive a minimum guarantee of $25,000.00. If not, 

groups of five (5) proposals will continue to be evaluated in the order of lowest price to highest price until an offer is 

found to be technically acceptable. Accordingly, under this methodology, the technical factors of some proposals 

may not be evaluated by the Navy. If discussions are deemed necessary by the Contracting Officer, all proposals 

will be evaluated (both technical and price) for the purpose of establishing a competitive range. At no time during 

the technical evaluation will the SSEB be made aware of the offerors’ pricing, nor their particular price ranking. 

 

4. An overall non-price factors rating must be at least “ACCEPTABLE” in order to be eligible for award. An 

“UNACCEPTABLE” rating in any factor results in the overall non-price factors proposal being rated 

“UNACCEPTABLE” unless corrected through discussions.  An overall non-price factors rating of 

“UNACCEPTABLE” makes a proposal ineligible for award. If an offeror receives an “UNACCEPTABLE” rating 

in any non-price factor, no additional proposal evaluation will be performed. Accordingly, under this methodology, 

some of the technical factors of some of the evaluated proposals may not be evaluated by the Navy. 

 

EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD 

 

1.  This procurement is for the award of a Roofing MACC for renovation, alteration, demolition and repair work by 

design-bid-build of Navy facilities located primarily in the Washington Puget Sound Region. The Seed Project is 

B7FP3N, Replace Built Up Roof on Building 1247, NBK Bangor, Washington. The solicitation requires the 

evaluation of price and the following non-price factors:  

 

  Price  

 

  Non-Price Factors: 

  Factor 1 – Management Approach 

  Factor 2 – Experience 

  Factor 3 – Past Performance 

  Factor 4 – Safety  

   

2.  Basis of Evaluation and Submittal Requirements for Each Factor.   

 

Price:   

 

PRICE: “Seed Project”: B7FP3N Replace Built Up Roof on Building 1247, NBK Bangor.    

To be evaluated as acceptable the offeror’s price proposal shall provide all of the following required information: 

 

 Solicitation Submittal Requirements:  Offeror will complete and submit the following: 

 

 Cover letter in accordance with FAR 52.215-1(c)(2), including DUNS number; 

 

 Standard Form 1442, MACC N44255-16-R-9002 (Solicitation, Offer, and Award) - Blocks 14 through 20c; 

 

 Seed Project, Task Order N44255-16-R-9002/0001, SF 1442 blocks 14 through 20c; 

 

 Acknowledgement of all amendments;  

 

 Complete Section 00010, Schedule of Prices for Contract Line Item Number (CLIN) 0001 shall be the 

entire work complete and in accordance with the solicitation; 

 

 Complete Representations and Certifications in the RFP; including the supplemental certifications include 

in Section 00600, ensure SAM is updated or current; 
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 Completed Proposed Change Order Markup Rate Worksheet;  

 

 Letter from the Offeror’s surety.  The letter should verify the Offeror has a minimum of $5,000,000.00 

bonding capacity per project and provide the Offeror’s aggregate maximum bonding capacity of at least 

$15,000,000.00, and  

 

 Executed Bid Bond in the amount of 20% of the seed project. (to be submitted hard copy); 

 

Basis of Evaluation of Total Price:   

 

The Government will evaluate price based on the Seed Project, Task Order N44255-16-R-9002/0001.  Total price 

consists of the price of Contract Line Item (CLIN) 0001 and the Change Order Markup Rates (Attachment B).   

 

For evaluation purposes, the total price will include the following: 

 

 Price will be evaluated using Line 36 of NAVFAC Form 4330/43 (8/88) (Attachment C).  Line 36 

represents the sum of the offerors CLIN 0001 and Line 34.  Line 34 represents a hypothetical change to the 

project and its associated cost.  However, it shall be noted that ultimate award of the contract will be in the 

amount of CLIN 0001 and the successful offeror’s proposed markup rates will be included in the contract 

award for use on future modifications. To be evaluated as acceptable the offeror shall provide a NAVFAC 

4330/43 (8/88) and the proposal adhered to the instructions below. Failure to submit the NAVFAC 4330/43 

(8/88) will result in an unacceptable rating. Failure to adhere to the instructions provided in the RFP or 

complete the NAVFAC 4330/43 (8/88) accurately may result in an unacceptable rating.   

 

Offerors note that no overhead or profit may be applied to bond expenses when developing the overall 

evaluated price.    

 

 Seed Project, Task Order N44255-16-R-9002/0001, SF 1442 blocks 14 through 20c; 

 

 A Bid Bond in the amount of 20% of the Seed Project.  The Bid Bond will be evaluated for accuracy and 

completeness in accordance with FAR 28.101. 

 

 Letter from the Offeror’s surety.  The letter should verify the Offeror has a minimum of $5,000,000.00 

bonding capacity per project and provide the Offeror’s aggregate maximum bonding capacity of at least 

$15,000,000.00.   

 

 Evaluation of the price proposal will determine the reasonableness of the offeror’s proposal.   

 

 Evaluation will determine the offeror’s comprehension of the requirements of the RFP as well as to assess 

the degree to which the proposed price accurately reflects proposed performance.  

 

 A price found to be either unreasonably high or unrealistically low in relation to the proposed work may 

negatively impact the offeror’s ranking.   

 

In accordance with FAR 15.404-1, Proposal Analysis Techniques, analysis will be performed by one or more of the 

following techniques to ensure a fair and reasonable price for the Seed Project Task Order N44255-16-R-9002/0001:      

 

 Comparison of total proposed price received in response to the solicitation; 

 

 Comparison of proposed price received in response to the solicitation to the Independent Government 

Estimate; 

 

 Comparison of proposed price received in response to the solicitation with available historical information; 
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 Comparison of proposed price received in response to the solicitation with market research; 

 

OFFEROR REQUIREMENTS FOR PROVIDING THE PROPOSAL/ESTIMATE FOR CONTRACT 

MODIFICATIONS. 

 

 Using NAVFAC Form 4330/43 (8/88), enter offeror’s CLIN 0001amount on line 3 under the heading titled 

“Revisions/Comments”. 

 Enter 2% of offeror’s CLINs 0001 price on Line 8. 

 Enter 3% of offeror’s CLINs 0001 price on Line 18. 

 Enter proposed change order markup rates from Attachment A on lines 9, 19, 22, 23, 28, 29 & 30. 

 The subtotal cost (Line 34) will be calculated using the information entered above. 

 Line 36 is calculated as the sum of CLIN 0001 and Line 34. 

 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION RELATED TO THE CHANGE ORDER MARKUP RATES 

 

 The Change Order markup rates will become part of the successful Offeror’s resultant contract and will be 

applied to the direct costs of contract modifications. Any modification exceeding $700,000.00 will be 

negotiated in accordance with FAR Part 15, DFAR Part 215, and any other applicable Federal Regulations. 

 The change order markup cost elements will be used as the markups for both additive and deductive 

modifications for both the prime and subcontractors. 

 Field Overhead will be evaluated as a percent mark-up and not a direct cost to the change proposal. 

 

Field overhead costs cover indirect costs incurred in this project that are chargeable only to this contract and include 

costs incurred at the job site incident to the performance of work, including but not limited to the cost of 

engineering, job site supervision, engineer, secretaries, tool shed keeper, temporary office supplies, protection, 

barricades (rented), haul roads, clean-up, progress reports, equipment, superintendent’s truck, truck for clean-up, and 

fringe benefits for supervisory and administrative personnel. 

 

Technical Factors: 

 

NOTE 1:  “Offeror" refers to the entity submitting the proposal, as determined by the name, address, DUNS number, 

and CAGE code that appears in Block 14 of the SF 1442 for construction solicitations or Block 15 of the SF 33 for 

service solicitations .  If the offeror's proposal presents the experience, past performance, or safety data of any entity 

with a DUNS number or CAGE code that differs from that in the SF 1442 OR SF 33, the information will not be 

considered unless the offeror establishes a basis for imputing the other entity's data to the offeror.  The Government 

will not assume or independently investigate the existence and nature of a relationship between the offeror and any 

other entity that has a different DUNS number and CAGE code.  The offeror must clearly explain why another 

entity's experience, past performance, or safety record is relevant to or indicative of the offeror's ability to perform 

this contract.  A mere statement describing a corporate affiliation is insufficient; the offeror must also establish how 

the connection or nexus between it and the other entity relates to the offeror's qualifications.  The explanation will be 

limited to one double-sided page (or two single-sided pages), and must be included under Factor 2, Experience.  An 

offeror's failure to adequately justify a basis for crediting it with another entity's experience, past performance, or 

safety data could result in a deficiency, thereby making the offeror ineligible for award without discussions. 

 

Note 2:  While the Government may elect to consider data obtained from other sources, the burden of providing 

detailed, current, accurate, and complete management, experience, past performance, and safety information rests 

with the offeror. 

 

Note 3:  The page limitation for each factor is provided in the submission requirements for each factor found later in 

this section.  Page limitations will be strictly enforced.  Any pages submitted in excess of the page limitations will 

not be reviewed and any data or material they contain will not be considered.  Specific submission items which are 

excluded from the page count are listed in each factor later in this section. 
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Note 4:  Projects submitted for Factor 2, Experience, shall be the same projects submitted for Factor 3, Past 

Performance. 

 

Note 5:  Failure to meet solicitation submittal requirements may result in an unacceptable rating. 

 

Factor 1, Management Approach 

 

Management Approach: 

 

Solicitation Submittal Requirements:   

 

The composition and management of the firms proposed as the team for this contract will be evaluated in this factor.  

 

The Offeror shall submit the following information:   

 

(1) Provide a narrative describing the proposed primary construction firms and sub-contractor firms for this 

contract and the rationale for proposing this arrangement.  Provide the role, responsibilities, and contractual 

relationships between the various firms (see FAR Subpart 9.6).  The narrative shall also include a simple 

organizational chart that clearly identifies the lines of authority between the entities. If the experience of an entity is 

being claimed in Factor 2, that entity must be named in the above narrative and organizational chart. 

 

The technical approach narrative shall be limited to two (2) double-sided page (or four (4) single-sided pages) 

including the organizational chart.  The information requested in item #2 below is not included in this page 

limitation. 

 

(2) In addition to the narrative, the Offeror shall submit a signed copy of a joint venture agreement, partnership 

agreement, teaming agreement, approved mentor protégé agreement (MPA), or letter of commitment for each 

member of the Offeror’s team identified above (e.g., joint venture member, partner, team member, subcontractor, 

parent company, subsidiary, or other affiliated company, etc.). The JV agreement, partnership agreement, MPA, 

letter of commitment is not included in the page restriction.   

 

Basis of Evaluation: 

 

The assessment of the Offeror’s technical approach will be used as a means to evaluate the organizational structure 

and teaming relationships proposed by the Offeror.  This factor will be rated on an Acceptable or Unacceptable 

basis.   

 

Factor 2, Experience: 

 

Solicitation Submittal Requirements:   

 

The Offeror shall submit the following information:   

 

Construction Experience: 

Submit at least two (2) with a maximum of five (5) individual relevant projects of similar size, scope and complexity 

as described below substantially completed (80%) within the past five (5) years for the offeror that demonstrates 

relevant experience. For purposes of this evaluation, similar in size, scope, and complexity is further defined as:  

 

Size: Similar in size is defined as projects between $2,000.00 and $5,000,000.00. Out of the two (2) to five (5) 

projects submitted by the offeror, the selected projects shall be able to demonstrate experience with at least one (1) 

relevant project with a value of at least $100,000.00 and one (1) relevant project with a value between $500,000.00 

and $5,000,000.00. 

 

Scope: Similar in scope are projects involving replacement of built up roofing, repairs to existing roof systems, 

removal and application of PVC, EPDM, metal and asphalt roofing materials.  Projects that involved the demolition 
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of roofing with asbestos containing materials, repair of sub-straight and deteriorated framing, fabrication and 

installation of metal flashing materials, and the installation of pre-engineered fall protection systems. 

 

One project shall be a complete tear off and application of new built up roof.  

 

One project shall include repairs to an existing roofing system. 

 

One project shall include the application of a fully adhered PVC roofing system.    

 

The offeror shall submit at least one project that demonstrates compliance with environmental regulations. 

 

Complexity: Similar in complexity is considered as managing projects with limited site access, short construction 

schedule, compliance with complex environmental regulations, or work in an industrial environment.  

 

Projects submitted for the Offeror shall be completed, or substantially complete, within the past five (5) years of the 

date of issuance of this RFP.  The term “substantially complete” shall mean a construction project with construction 

of the facility/project more than 80% complete. 

 

The requirement for acceptability will be based upon the projects submitted by the Offeror in its proposal, Offerors 

failing to provide at least two (2) relevant projects within the specified time frame demonstrating experience in the 

above may be rated unacceptable. 

 

A project is defined as a construction project performed under a single task order or contract.  For multiple award 

and indefinite delivery/indefinite quantity type contracts, the contract as a whole shall not be submitted as a project; 

rather Offerors shall submit the work performed under a task order as a project.   

 

The attached Construction Experience Project Data Sheet (Attachment D) is MANDATORY and SHALL be used to 

submit project information.  Except as specifically requested, the Government will not consider information 

submitted in addition to this form.  Individual blocks on this form may be expanded; however, total length for each 

project data sheet shall not exceed one (1) double-sided page (or two (2) single-sided pages).   

 

For all submitted projects, the description of the project shall clearly describe the scope of work performed and the 

relevancy to the project requirements of this RFP (i.e.: unique features, area, construction methods).   

 

If the Offeror is a Joint Venture (JV) or Mentor Protégé (MP), relevant project experience should be submitted for 

projects completed by the Joint Venture/Mentor Protégé entity.  If the Joint Venture/Mentor Protégé does not have 

shared experience, projects shall be submitted for each Joint Venture/Mentor Protégé partner.  Offerors are still 

limited to a total of five (5) projects combined. Joint Venture/Mentor Protégé offers must include at least two 

relevant projects for each partner.  If the Joint Venture/Mentor Protégé includes more than two firms, the team's 

submission shall include at least one relevant project for each firm.  Offeror may receive an unacceptable rating if 

the minimum number of projects for each firm is not submitted.   

 

Basis of Evaluation: 

 

The basis of evaluation will include the Offeror’s demonstrated experience and depth of experience in performing 

relevant construction defined in the solicitation submittal requirements.    The assessment of the Offeror’s relevant 

experience will be used as a means of evaluating the capability of the Offeror to successfully meet the requirements 

of the RFP.  The Government will only review up to five (5) projects for construction. Any projects submitted in 

excess of the five (5) for Construction Experience will not be considered. 

 

Factor 3, Past Performance:  

 

Solicitation Submittal Requirements:   
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If a completed Contractor Performance Assessment Reporting System (CPARS) evaluation is available, it shall be 

submitted with the proposal for each project included in factor 2 for construction experience.  If there is not a 

completed CPARS evaluation then submit Past Performance Questionnaires (Attachment E) for each project 

included in Factor 2.  The Offeror should provide completed Past Performance Questionnaires (PPQ) in the 

proposal.  Offerors shall not incorporate by reference into their proposal PPQs previously submitted for other RFPs.  

However, this does not preclude the Government from utilizing previously submitted PPQ information in the past 

performance evaluation.  If the Offeror is unable to obtain a completed PPQ from a client for a project(s) before 

proposal closing date, the Offeror shall complete and submit with the proposal the first page of the PPQ, which will 

provide contract and client information for the respective project(s). The Government may make reasonable attempts 

to contact the client noted for that project(s) to obtain the PPQ information.  However, Offerors should follow-up 

with clients/references to help ensure timely submittal of questionnaires. If the client requests, questionnaires may 

be submitted directly to the Government’s point of contact, LeRoy W. Rushing, leroy.rushing@navy.mil. 

 

Offerors may provide any information on problems encountered and the corrective actions taken on projects 

submitted under Factor 2 – Experience.  Offerors may also address any adverse past performance issues.  

Explanations shall not exceed two (2) double-sided pages (or four (4) single-sided pages) in total.  Offerors who 

receive a less than Satisfactory rating for any project submitted in Factor 2 shall submit this narrative.  Offerors who 

have a less than Satisfactory rating for any project submitted in Factor 2 and who do not provide this narrative may 

receive an unacceptable rating.   

 

The Government reserves the right to contact references for verification or additional information.  The 

Government’s inability to contact any of the Offeror’s references or the references unwillingness to provide the 

information requested may affect the Government’s evaluation of this factor.   

 

Performance awards or additional information submitted will not be considered.   

 

Basis of Evaluation:  

 

This evaluation focuses on how well the Offeror performed on the relevant projects submitted under Factor 2 – 

Experience and past performance on other projects currently documented in known sources.  More emphasis will be 

placed on more relevant projects.  In addition to the above, the Government reserves the right to obtain information 

for use in the evaluation of past performance from any and all sources including sources outside of the Government.  

Other sources may include, but are not limited to, past performance information retrieved through the Past 

Performance Information Retrieval System (PPIRS) using all CAGE/DUNS numbers of Contractors who are part of 

a partnership or joint venture identified in the Offeror’s proposal, inquiries of owner representative(s), Federal 

Awardee Performance and Integrity Information System (FAPIIS), Electronic Subcontract Reporting System 

(eSRS), and any other known sources not provided by the Offeror.   

 

The Government will consider the currency and relevance of the information, the source of the information, context 

of the data, and general trends in the Contractor’s performance.  This evaluation is separate and distinct from the 

Contracting Officer’s responsibility determination.  The assessment of the Offeror’s past performance will be used 

as a means of evaluating the Offeror’s probability to successfully meet the requirements of the RFP.   

 

Offerors whose predominant (>50%) CPARS and PPQ ratings are less than Satisfactory may be rated Unacceptable.   

  

Offerors lacking relevant past performance history will not be evaluated favorably or unfavorably in past 

performance and will receive an Acceptable. 

 

Factor 4, Safety: 

 

(1)   The Offeror shall submit the following information:  (For a partnership or joint venture, the following submittal 

requirements are required for each Contractor who is part of the partnership or joint venture; however, only one 

safety narrative is required.  TRC and DART Rates shall not be submitted for subcontractors.) 

  

(i) OSHA Total Recordable Case (TRC) Rate: 
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For the five (5) (2015, 2014, 2013, 2012 and 2011) previous complete calendar years, submit your OSHA Total 

Recordable Case (TRC) Rate, as defined by the U.S. Department of Labor, Occupational Safety and Health 

Administration.  If you cannot submit an OSHA TRC Rate, affirmatively state so, and explain why.  Any 

extenuating circumstances that affected the OSHA TRC Rate data should be addressed as part of this element.   

 

OSHA TRC rates above 4.0, in any of the previous five years, may be considered UNACCEPTABLE, unless an 

adequate explanation is provided to address the extenuating circumstances that affected the rate.  

 

 (ii) OSHA Days Away from Work, Restricted Duty, or Job Transfer (DART) Rate:   

 

For the five (5) (2015, 2014, 2013, 2012 and 2011) previous complete calendar years, submit your OSHA Days 

Away from Work, Restricted Duty, or Job Transfer (DART) Rate, as defined by the U.S. Department of Labor, 

Occupational Safety and Health Administration.  If you cannot submit an OSHA DART Rate, affirmatively state so, 

and explain why.  Any extenuating circumstances that affected the OSHA DART Rate data should be addressed as 

part of this element.   

 

OSHA DART rates above 3.0, in any of the previous five years, may be considered UNACCEPTABLE, unless an 

adequate explanation is provided to address the extenuating circumstances that affected the rate. 

 

(iii) Technical Approach for Safety: 

 

Describe the plan that the Offeror will implement to qualify, evaluate, select and oversee its potential subcontractors.  

The Safety narrative shall be limited to one page.   Offerors must submit both (1) a plan to include the safety 

performance of subcontractors in the selection process for all levels of subcontractors and (2) a plan to monitor the 

safety of those subcontractors during contract performance, highlighting what specific management practices will be 

in place for providing deliberate safety program management and mishap prevention support to those sub-

contractors whose EMR is greater than 1.0, whose TRC is greater than 4.0 and whose DART rate is greater than 3.0.   

 

Offerors who fail to submit either of these may be rated UNACCEPTABLE. 

 

Basis of Evaluation:  

 

The Government is seeking to determine whether the Offeror has an acceptable safety record. The Government will 

evaluate the Offeror’s overall safety record as evidenced by the TRC and DART rates, if the Offeror’s plan includes 

safety in the evaluation and selection of subcontractors, and if the narrative includes a plan to monitor the safety 

performance of subcontractors during performance. The evaluation will collectively consider the following: 

 

-  OSHA Total Recordable Case (TRC) Rate 

-  OSHA Days Away from Work, Restricted Duty, or Job Transfer (DART) Rate 

-  Offeror Technical Approach to Safety 

 

 

(i) OSHA Total Recordable Case (TRC) Rate: 

 

The Government will evaluate the OSHA TRC Rate to determine if the Offeror’s OSHA TRC rate is above 4.0 and 

extenuating circumstances that impact the rates.   

 

OSHA TRC rates above 4.0, in any of the previous five years, may be considered UNACCEPTABLE, unless an 

adequate explanation is provided to address the extenuating circumstances that affected the rate. 

  

(ii) OSHA Days Away from Work, Restricted Duty, or Job Transfer (DART) Rate: 

 

The Government will evaluate the OSHA DART Rate to determine if the Offeror’s OSHA DART rate is above 3.0 

and extenuating circumstances that impact the rates.   
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OSHA DART rates above 3.0, in any of the previous five years, may be considered UNACCEPTABLE, unless an 

adequate explanation is provided to address the extenuating circumstances that affected the rate. 

  

(iii) Technical Approach to Safety: 

 

The Government will evaluate the narrative to determine if subcontractor safety performance will be considered in 

the qualification, evaluation, selection, of all levels of subcontractors on the upcoming project, and both the plan to 

monitor the safety of those subcontractors during contract performance, highlighting what specific management 

practices will be in place for providing deliberate safety program management and mishap prevention support to 

those sub-contractors whose EMR is greater than 1.0, whose TRC is greater than 4.0 and whose DART rate is 

greater than 3.0.   

 

Offerors who fail to address either of these items (i.e. whether the safety performance of subcontractors will be 

evaluated in the selection process for all levels of subcontractors and whether the safety of those subcontractors will 

be monitored during contract performance) may be rated UNACCEPTABLE. 

  

 

(End of Summary of Changes)  

 


